The present experiments were undertaken to determine whether rats,
learn toxicosis-induced aversions to visually-novel foods.
We found that rats which had been pretrained to use visual features of their food in selecting palatable items fDr ingestion rapidly acquired aversions to visuallynovel fnods ingested prior to toxicosis onset. Control subjects, lacking such visual discrimination pretraining, failed to acquire an illness-based aversion to visually-novel foods.
Nonvay rats will more readily learn aversions to gustatory than to visual cues experienced prior to onset of toxicosis (Garcia & Koelling, 1966 Best, & Mickley, 1973; Mitchell, Kirschbaum, & Perry, 1975; Morrison & Collyer, 1974) . In contrast, robust taste aversions are acquired following one or two training trials even if experience of taste and illness are seperated by many minutes or hours. Testa and Ternes (1977) have hypothesized that the predisposition of rats to acquire toxicosis-induced aversions to gustatory cues may result from subjects' experience throughout life both of correlations between oral stimuli and gastric events and of the independence of exteroceptive stimuli and gaftric events (See also MacKintosh, 1973) . Others (Garci& Ervin, 1968; Rozin & Kalat, 1971; Seligman, 1970) x 5 x 5 cm).
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Insert Figure 1 about here A trial was initiated hy restraining the subject in the startstart-box for 30 sec.
Each subject was given 20 trials/day, using a non-correction procedure, until it achieved a criterion of 9 correct choices in 10 consecutive trials. A correct choice was defined as opening and ingesting the contents of the palatable capsule pl-ior to contacting the unpalatable capsule. Any subjects not reaching criterion on Day 2 of Discrimination-Pretraining (two subjects) were discarded.
Training. Twenty-four hours following mastery of the discrimination task, subjects were randomly assinged to one of two studies. Subjects in the experimental group of each study were treated identically, but each study employed a different control procedure.
-7 - Testing was carried out using a double-blind procedure insuring that neither the experimenter nor his assistant (who carried subjects from the colony room to the experimental room) knew the group assignment of any subject until the testing of all subjects had been completed.
Data Analysis
Because of both within group bi-moda1ity of scores and non-homogenity of variance among groups we used a non-parametric statistic, the Kruskal-Wa11ace 1-way Analysis of Variance for independent samples (2-tailed), for all data analyses in Experiment 1.
Data Presentation
Because of the extreme variability in behavior among subjects within some groups we found it necessary to transform our data logarithmetica11y
to facilitate graphic presentation.
Results and Discussion
The main results of Experiment 1 are presented in the panels labelled Study 1 and Study 2 in Figure 2 . The left-hand panel of Figure 2 
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Insert Figure 2 about herẽ -----------
The middle panel of Figure 2 (Grill & Norgren, 1978) ). Only 3 of 15 subjects in the two Control groups did so. Given that the experimenter made these behavioral observations while ignorant of the group assignment of subjects, the data provide further evidence that subjects in the two Experimental groups had formed aversions to the visual properties of ingesta previously associated with poison.
-10 - Following Discrimination Pretraining, all yoked subjects were Trained and Tested using the same procedures employed with subjects in Experiment 1.
Results and Discussion
The main results of Experiment 2 are presented in Figure 2 , in the histogram labelled "yoked". The right-hand panel of Figure 2 
